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Sincerely, 

Jerome Mc Collom 
2254 S. Mound 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53207 



From: Patrick James Turner 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: FCC rules change 

Dear Mr. Powell 
I heard on NPR that there is a movement to change the rules that 

limit how many media services a person or company may own. I support NOT 
changing the rules. It is the diverse reporting that allows an educated 
person to make an informed choice. Please leave well enough alone. We 
need to have the chance to hear all sides of a story. Thank-you for your 
time. 

Sun, Apr 13, 2003 4:40 PM 

Patrick Turner 



From: 
To: 

John Banks 
Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy. KM KJMWEB, Commissioner Adelstein. Michael 

COPPS 
Date: Mon, Apr 14,2003 11:04AM 
Subject: deregulation petition 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 
mcopps@fcc.gov 

Please let this letter serve as my formal complaint 
and objection to any pending FCC rulings which may 
lift restrictions on mergers between TV broadcast 
networks and the number of local TV or radio stations 
owned by one company. Such deregulation threatens to 
further stifle the diversity of programming for 
consumers, advertisers and producers. One of the main 
charges of the FCC is to promote diversity, which 
doesn't just refer to people of color, it refers to 
many different types of programming. We applaud you 
Commissioner Copps for attempting to draw attention to 
! this problem. I would like to go on record as being 
opposed to increased or further media deregulation and 
wish for you to act on my behalf and STOP further 
media deregulation. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. Pen Banks 
@aol.com 

How to Contact the FCC 

To Contact the other Commissioners via E-mail 
Chairman Michael K. Powell: mpowell@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: kabernat@fcc.gov 
Commission! er Kevin J. Martin: kjmweb@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: jadelste@fcc.gov 

The new MSN 8: smart spam protection and 2 months FREE" 

mailto:mcopps@fcc.gov
mailto:aol.com
mailto:mpowell@fcc.gov
mailto:kabernat@fcc.gov
mailto:kjmweb@fcc.gov
mailto:jadelste@fcc.gov
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From: John Banks 
To: 
COPPS 
Date: 
Subject: deregulation petition 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 
mcopps@fcc.gov 

Please let this letter serve as my formal complaint 
and objection to any pending FCC rulings which may 
lift restrictions on mergers between Tv broadcast 
networks and the number of local TV or radio stations 
owned by one company. Such deregulation threatens to 
further stifle the diversity of programming for 
consumers, advertisers and producers. One of the main 
charges of the FCC is to promote diversity, which 
doesn't just refer to people of color, it refers to 
many different types of programming. We applaud you 
Commissioner Copps for attempting to draw attention to 
! this problem. I would like to go on record as being 
opposed to increased or further media deregulation and 
wish for you to act on my behalf and STOP further 
media deregulation. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. Pen Banks 
@aol.com 

How to Contact the FCC 

To Contact the other Commissioners via E-mail 
Chairman Michael K. Powell: mpowell@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: kabernat@fcc.gov 
Commission! er Kevin J. Martin: kjmweb@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: jadelste@fcc.gov 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, KM KJMWEB. Commissioner Adelstein, Michael 

Mon, Apr 14,2003 11:04 AM 

- 

The new MSN 8: smart spam protection and 2 months FREE" 
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From: Lynn Ascher 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Mr. Chairman and FCC Commissioners: 
The regulations that control media ownership do not need further loosening. If anything, they need 

tightening. Half a dozen media conglomerates - AOL Time Warner, Disney, GE, News Corp, Viacom, 
Vivendi Universal --control what Americans see, hear and read. Big Brothers are here. 

As we know from recent experience, bigger corporations are NOT better (Enron, World Com, etc); 
they're just dishonest on a larger scale. The conglomerate's concern is ALWAYS profits, no matter how 
they're made. 

Is there any value to American society in handing even more control of its media outlets to a handful of 
companies? The citizenry will get an even more homogenous set of political, social and cultural 
messages that contribute to the corporations' bottom lines ... and their political agendas - these companies 
are huge political contributors. 

Deregulation is NOT the way to go when it comes to entrusting the means of communicating -- and 
influencing -the American public. Business doesn't give a damn about freedom of speech, local news 
and input, material and opinion that challenges the status quo, objectivity in reporting. They care about 
what's in their annual reports -- and even that's not to be trusted. 

Encourage local control of media outlets. Forget the mergers. Forget allowing cross-ownership of tv 
stations, newspapers and radio stations. Communication is NOT ONLY about making money; it's about 
giving the public a wide variety of choices and opinions. Do it. 

Mike Powell, Michael Copps, abemat@fcc.gov. kjmwebb@fcc.gov, Commissioner 

Mon, Apr 14,2003 2:16 PM 
revising rules of media ownership 

mailto:abemat@fcc.gov
mailto:kjmwebb@fcc.gov


From: Lynn Ascher 
To: Mike Powell, Michael Copps, abernat@fcc.gov, kjmwebb@fcc.gov, Commissioner 
Adelstein 
Date: Mon, Apr 14,2003 2:16 PM 
Subject: revising rules of media ownership 

Dear Mr. Chairman and FCC Commissioners: 
The regulations that control media ownership do not need further loosening. If anything, they need 

tightening. Half a dozen media conglomerates -- AOL Time Warner, Disney, GE, News Corp, Viacom, 
Vivendi Universal --control what Americans see, hear and read. Big Brothers are here. 

As we know from recent experience, bigger corporations are NOT better (Enron, World Com, etc); 
they're just dishonest on a larger scale. The conglomerate's concern is ALWAYS profits, no matter how 
they're made. 

Is there any value to American society in handing even more control of its media outlets to a handful of 
companies? The citizenry will get an even more homogenous set of political, social and cultural 
messages that contribute to the corporations' bottom lines ... and their political agendas --these companies 
are huge political contributors. 

Deregulation is NOT the way to go when it comes to entrusting the means of communicating --and 
influencing --the American public. Business doesn't give a damn about freedom of speech, local news 
and input, material and opinion that challenges the status quo, objectivity in reporting. They care about 
what's in their annual reports -- and even that's not to be trusted. 

Encourage local control of media outlets. Forget the mergers. Forget allowing cross-ownership of 01 
stations, newspapers and radio stations. Communication is NOT ONLY about making money; it's about 
giving the public a wide variety of choices and opinions. Do it. 

mailto:abernat@fcc.gov
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From: Don Gooding 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

I am writing to oppose any further loosening on the restrictions of media 
ownership, i.e., the number of radio stations, televisions and newspaper 
outlets that may be owned by a single corporate entity. 

I rarely write emails to the government; I am too busy running my small 
music business, in the niche of a cappella singing (singing without 
instruments). But I feel I am qualified to comment on this issue. I am: 
- in the music business now (CDs, retail, sheet music, productions) 
-formerly in the telecommunications business (15 years market research 8 
venture capital) 
- a registered republican 
- an economist by training (Yale '81 BA distinction in Economics) 

The fundamental flaw in the economic theory allowing continued 
consolidation is that the government already has a major role in creating 
the scarce resources in question: radio and television frequencies. 
Abdicating further responsibilities in allocating those scarce resources is 
simply irresponsible, and ignores the ample data of the last decade that 
media consolidation in radio has resulted in less consumer choice, not 
more. Specifically, Clear Channel has had a chilling effect on innovation 
in the music business. 

Despite the emergence of the Internet as a promotion vehicle, radio remains 
a primary tool for promoting new music artists. Media consolidation has 
placed radio out of reach for small record labels, and even for all but the 
most highly funded artists backed by the Big 5 of the CD business. 

Maybe if satellite radio has a significant market share in 10 years, 
further consolidation should be allowed. Television is a good example - 
cable and satellite TV provide ample competition to local stations 
today. However, until that time, radio remains a unique and scarce 
resource which is already dominated by a very small number of corporations. 
If anything, the Justice Department should be pursuing antitrust actions. 
It is certainly not the time for the FCC to be allowing Clear Channel to 
solidify its stranglehold on radio. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy. Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Mon, Apr 14, 2003 3:09 PM 
Opposing a loosening of radio ownership rules 

Don Gooding 
Mainely A CAPPELLA http://www.a-cappella.com 
donaa-cappella.com 
800-827-2936 Southwest Harbor, ME 04679 
207-244-7603 (overseas calls) 207-244-761 3 (fax) 

WEB STORE: http://mac3.a-cappella.com/shop 
Now with more than 20,000 sound files! 

P.O. Box 159/11 Seal Cove Rd. 

http://www.a-cappella.com
http://donaa-cappella.com
http://mac3.a-cappella.com/shop


From: Don Gooding 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

I am writing to oppose any further loosening on the restrictions of media 
ownership, Le., the number of radio stations, televisions and newspaper 
outlets that may be owned by a single corporate entity. 

I rarely write emails to the government; I am too busy running my small 
music business, in the niche of a cappella singing (singing without 
instruments). But I feel I am qualified to comment on this issue. I am: 
- in the music business now ( O s ,  retail, sheet music, productions) 
-formerly in the telecommunications business (15 years market research & 
venture capital) 
- a  registered republican 
-an economist by training (Yale '81 BA distinction in Economics) 

The fundamental flaw in the economic theory allowing continued 
consolidation is that the government already has a major role in creating 
the scarce resources in question: radio and television frequencies. 
Abdicating further responsibilities in allocating those scarce resources is 
simply irresponsible, and ignores the ample data of the last decade that 
media consolidation in radio has resulted in less consumer choice, not 
more. Specifically, Clear Channel has had a chilling effect on innovation 
in the music business. 

Despite the emergence of the Internet as a promotion vehicle, radio remains 
a primary tool for promoting new music artists. Media consolidation has 
placed radio out of reach for small record labels, and even for all but the 
most highly funded artists backed by the Big 5 of the CD business. 

Maybe if satellite radio has a significant market share in 10 years, 
further consolidation should be allowed. Television is a good example - 
cable and satellite TV provide ample competition to local stations 
today. However, until that time, radio remains a unique and scarce 
resource which is already dominated by a very small number of corporations. 
If anything, the Justice Department should be pursuing antitrust actions. 
It is certainly not the time for the FCC to be allowing Clear Channel to 
solidify its stranglehold on radio. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Mon. Apr 14, 2003 3:09 PM 
Opposing a loosening of radio ownership rules 
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Don Gooding 
Mainely A CAPPELLA http:/hnrww.a-cappella.com 
donaa-cappella.com 
800-827-2936 Southwest Harbor, ME 04679 
207-244-7603 (overseas calls) 207-244-761 3 (fax) 

WEB STORE: http://mac3.a-cappella.com/shop 
Now with more than 20.000 sound tiles! 

P.O. Box 159/11 Seal Cove Rd 

http:/hnrww.a-cappella.com
http://donaa-cappella.com
http://mac3.a-cappella.com/shop
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From: Ann Cuming 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Ann Cuming 
1421 Pepper Tree Drive 
Placerville. CA 95667 

Mon, Apr 14, 2003 3:41 PM 
Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet 

April 14, 2003 

Federal Communications Commission Chair Michael K. Powell 
445 12th St SW 
Rm 84204 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chair Powell: 

The Federal Communications Commission is responsible for ensuring that the 
media serve the public interest. I am concerned that the FCC is acting on 
behalf of big business rather than the people. 

It is clear that the FCC has stepped up its efforts to de-regulate the 
media and telecommunications industries. You must act now to halt further 
media consolidation and to preserve the openness and diversity of the 
Internet. 

As a supporter of women's rights, I am concerned that the current media 
merger free-for-all threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, 
views and ideas that nourish a pluralistic, democratic society. Ownership 
consolidation is squeezing out what little diversity remains in the 
marketplace. 

The media are more than just a business; they bring information to people 
that affects their lives. We cannot have a healthy democracy, and women 
cannot pursue equal rights, if we are uninformed on the issues. The media 
have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all 
voices are heard. It is your job to promote this. 

Please remember U.S. consumers and citizens when you review any further 
regulations. The media giants already control far too much of our 
precious information resources. 

Sincerely, 

Ann Cuming 



From: Dean Katerndahl 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Media Ownership Review 

I have watched with considerable concern the discussion of the potential loosening of media ownership 
regulations. I believe that such a course of action will only lead to a greater concentration of ownership 
and a greater liklihood that this will lead to a dearth of points of view and an ever increasing bias in the 
media, skewed to the interests of large multinational corporations. 

Although corporate concentration is an ever growing dilemma for free societies, it is especially acute when 
speaking of the media. Their influence on public knowledge and discourse is tremendous and, therefore, 
we look to our government and regulatory bodies such as the FCC to protect the interests of the average 
citizen and the values on which our society was built. Allowing corporations to dominate media markets 
and the information they provide does not serve our open society well. 

I urge to retain regulations that assure that a number of separate voices must be present in each market. 

Yours truly, 

Dean Katerndahl 
2718 N. 101 Terrace 
Kansas City, KS 66109 
threeswell@gbronline.com 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Mon, Apr 14, 2003 4:49 PM 
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From: Dean Katerndahl 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Media Ownership Review 

I have watched with considerable concern the discussion of the potential loosening of media ownership 
regulations. I believe that such a course of action will only lead to a greater concentration of ownership 
and a greater liklihood that this will lead to a dearth of points of view and an ever increasing bias in the 
media, skewed to the interests of large multinational corporations. 

Although corporate concentration is an ever growing dilemma for free societies, it is especially acute when 
speaking of the media. Their influence on public knowledge and discourse is tremendous and, therefore, 
we look to our government and regulatory bodies such as the FCC to protect the interests of the average 
citizen and the values on which our society was built. Allowing corporations to dominate media markets 
and the information they provide does not serve our open society well. 

I urge to retain regulations that assure that a number of separate voices must be present in each market. 

Yours truly, 

Dean Katerndahl 
2718 N. 101 Terrace 
Kansas City, KS 66109 
threeswell@gbronline.com 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps. KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Mon, Apr 14, 2003 4:49 PM 

mailto:threeswell@gbronline.com
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From: Ami Wennar 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Ami Wennar 
PO 1311 
Bennington. VT 05201 

Mon, Apr 14,2003 5:30 PM 
Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet 

April 14, 2003 

Federal Communications Commission Chair Michael K. Powell 
445 12th St SW 
Rm 84204 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chair Powell: 

The Federal Communications Commission is responsible for ensuring that the 
media serve the public interest. I am concerned that the FCC is acting on 
behalf of big business rather than the people. 

It is clear that the FCC has stepped up its efforts to de-regulate the 
media and telecommunications industries. You must act now to halt further 
media consolidation and to preserve the openness and diversity of the 
Internet. 

As a supporter of women's rights, I am concerned that the current media 
merger free-for-all threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, 
views and ideas that nourish a pluralistic, democratic society. Ownership 
consolidation is squeezing out what little diversity remains in the 
marketplace. 

The media are more than just a business; they bring information to people 
that affects their lives. We cannot have a healthy democracy, and women 
cannot pursue equal rights, if we are uninformed on the issues. The media 
have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all 
voices are heard. It is yourjob to promote this. 

Please remember U.S. consumers and citizens when you review any further 
regulations. The media giants already control far too much of our 
precious information resources. 

Sincerely, 

Ami Wennar 



From: John Kay 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Media Consolidation 

To the Chairman and Commissioners of the FCC: 

I attribute the success of the band "Steppenwolf' (I am it's leader) these past 35 years in part to the 
diversity and independence of radio programming. However in recent years I have watched with alarm the 
on going consolidation of radio, and the media in general. Aside from my concerns for the new artists and 
their decreased opportunities to have diverse styles of music and various opinions heard on the public 
airwaves, I find it frightening that a handful of companies own or control the majority of media outlets and 
further relaxation of the ownership regulations are being contemplated. The resulting lack of competition 
and dearth of local community service is only a part of my concern. The political views and religious beliefs 
of the individuals who run these companies all too easily find their way into the airplay policies and 
opinions expressed or repressed by the media they control. The recent call on the part of certain radio 
stations to mobilize the public for pro war demonstrations is just one example. Other then the monetary 
interests of the media companies I see no other interest being served by the consolidation. In fact I see 
everyone else as losers: the artists, the listeners, the viewers, the readers, in fact the entire citizenry as 
well as our democracy. I therefore urge you to undue the damage already done and certainly not 
compound it further by relaxing the rules even more. Sincerely: John Kay 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abemathy, Michael Copps. KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Mon, Apr 14,2003 6:36 PM 



From: John Kay 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Media Consolidation 

To the Chairman and Commissioners of the FCC: 

I attribute the success of the band "SteppenwolP' (I am it's leader) these past 35 years in part to the 
diversity and independence of radio programming. However in recent years I have watched with alarm the 
on going consolidation of radio, and the media in general. Aside from my concerns for the new artists and 
their decreased opportunities to have diverse styles of music and various opinions heard on the public 
airwaves, I find it frightening that a handful of companies own or control the majority of media outlets and 
further relaxation of the ownership regulations are being contemplated. The resulting lack of competition 
and dearth of local community service is only a part of my concern. The political views and religious beliefs 
of the individuals who run these companies all too easily find their way into the airplay policies and 
opinions expressed or repressed by the media they control. The recent call on the part of certain radio 
stations to mobilize the public for pro war demonstrations is just one example. Other then the monetary 
interests of the media companies I see no other interest being served by the consolidation. In fact I see 
everyone else as losers: the artists, the listeners, the viewers, the readers, in fact the entire citizenry as 
well as our democracy. I therefore urge you to undue the damage already done and certainly not 
compound it further by relaxing the rules even more. Sincerely: John Kay 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps. KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Mon, Apr 14, 2003 636 PM 



From: John Kay 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Media Consolidation 

To the Chairman and Commissioners of the FCC: 

I attribute the success of the band "SteppenwolP' (I am it's leader) these past 35 years in part to the 
diversify and independence of radio programming. However in recent years I have watched with alarm the 
on going consolidation of radio, and the media in general. Aside from my concerns for the new artists and 
their decreased opportunities to have diverse styles of music and various opinions heard on the public 
airwaves, I find it frightening that a handful of companies own or control the majority of media outlets and 
further relaxation of the ownership regulations are being contemplated. The resulting lack of competition 
and dearth of local community service is only a part of my concern. The political views and religious beliefs 
of the individuals who run these companies all too easily find their way into the airplay policies and 
opinions expressed or repressed by the media they control. The recent call on the part of certain radio 
stations to mobilize the public for pro war demonstrations is just one example. Other then the monetary 
interests of the media companies I see no other interest being served by the consolidation. In fact I see 
everyone else as losers: the artists, the listeners, the viewers, the readers, in fact the entire citizenry as 
well as our democracy. I therefore urge you to undue the damage already done and certainly not 
compound it further by relaxing the rules even more. Sincerely: John Kay 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Mon, Apr 14, 2003 6:36 PM 
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From: mikenprin@yahoo.com 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mon. Apr 14,2003 928 PM 
Preserve Media Diversity: Keep the FCC Rulemaking an Open Process 

FCC Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear FCC Chairman Michael K. Powell, 

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is currently 
considering sweeping changes to broadcast ownership 
rules. Repeal or significant modification of these 
rules would likely open the door to numerous mergers 
that could reduce competition and diversity in the 
media. 

Before the media ownership rules are issued in final 
form, the public must have the opportunity to review 
and comment on any specific changes the Commission 
plans to make. 

If media ownership rules are seriously weakened, one 
company in a town could control the most popular newspaper, 
TV station, and possibly even a cable system giving 
it dominant influence over the content and slant of 
local news. Such a move would reduce the diversity 
of cultural and political discussion in a community. 
It could also raise costs for businesses and candidates 
that use local media for advertising. 

While the Commission issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
on media ownership, it proposed no actual rule. Accordingly, 
no public comment has been received on any specific 
changes. We believe that additional input from the 
public will help the Commission see the strengths and 
weaknesses of any new approach. 

I encourage you to provide a detailed description of 
all proposed changes, their empirical basis, and a 
meaningful period of time for the public to review 
and comment on any proposed changes before a final 
rule is issued. 

The stakes for citizens and the nation are enormous. 
More information, not less, about proposed changes 
would best serve the public interest. Indeed, we hope 
the Commission would do everything in its power to 
keep the rulemaking process as open and inclusive as 
possible. 

mailto:mikenprin@yahoo.com


Sincerely, 

Michael Salvia 
136 Lincoln Place 
Liberty, New York 12754 



. . . . . -. . . . .. .. . .- . .  . 
Okaran kn&inr- Draserve Media Divereitv. Keeb the FCC Rulemaking an Open Process Page 1 

. . . . . . . - . . . . . 

From: mikenprin@yahoo.com 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mon, Apr 14, 2003 9:29 PM 
Preserve Media Diversity: Keep the FCC Rulemaking an Open Process 

FCC Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 

Dear FCC Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy, 

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is currently 
considering sweeping changes to broadcast ownership 
rules. Repeal or significant modification of these 
rules would likely open the door to numerous mergers 
that could reduce competition and diversity in the 
media. 

Before the media ownership rules are issued in final 
form, the public must have the opportunity to review 
and comment on any specific changes the Commission 
plans to make. 

If media ownership rules are seriously weakened, one 
company in a town could control the most popular newspaper, 
TV station, and possibly even a cable system giving 
it dominant influence over the content and slant of 
local news. Such a move would reduce the diversity 
of cultural and political discussion in a community. 
It could also raise costs for businesses and candidates 
that use local media for advertising. 

While the Commission issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
on media ownership, it proposed no actual rule. Accordingly, 
no public comment has been received on any specific 
changes. We believe that additional input from the 
public will help the Commission see the strengths and 
weaknesses of any new approach. 

I encourage you to provide a detailed description of 
all proposed changes, their empirical basis, and a 
meaningful period of time for the public to review 
and comment on any proposed changes before a final 
rule is issued. 

The stakes for citizens and the nation are enormous. 
More information, not less, about proposed changes 
would best serve the public interest. Indeed, we hope 
the Commission would do everything in its power to 

possible. 
keep the rulemaking process as open and inclusive as 

mailto:mikenprin@yahoo.com


Sincerely, 

Michael Salvia 
136 Lincoln Place 
Liberty, New York 12754 



From: wludwig@hotmail.com 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mon, Apr 14,2003 10:12 PM 
Preserve Media Diversity: Keep the FCC Rulemaking an Open Process 

FCC Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear FCC Chairman Michael K. Powell, 

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is currently 
considering sweeping changes to broadcast ownership 
rules. Repeal or significant modification of these 
rules would likely open the door to numerous mergers 
that could reduce competition and diversity in the 
media. 

Before the media ownership rules are issued in final 
form, the public must have the opportunity to review 
and comment on any specific changes the Commission 
plans to make. 

If media ownership rules are seriously weakened, one 
company in a town could control the most popular newspaper, 
TV station, and possibly even a cable system giving 
it dominant influence over the content and slant of 
local news. Such a move would reduce the diversity 
of cultural and political discussion in a community. 
It could also raise costs for businesses and candidates 
that use local media for advertising. 

While the Commission issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
on media ownership, it proposed no actual rule. Accordingly, 
no public comment has been received on any specific 
changes. We believe that additional input from the 
public will help the Commission see the strengths and 
weaknesses of any new approach. 

I encourage you to provide a detailed description of 
all proposed changes, their empirical basis, and a 
meaningful period of time for the public to review 
and comment on any proposed changes before a final 
rule is issued. 

The stakes for citizens and the nation are enormous. 
More information, not less, about proposed changes 
would best serve the public interest. Indeed, we hope 
the Commission would do everything in its power to 
keep the rulemaking process as open and inclusive as 
possible. 

mailto:wludwig@hotmail.com
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Sincerely, 

william ludwig 
rr 2 box 2650 
honesdale, Pennsylvania 18431 
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From: wludwig@hotmail.com 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mon, Apr 14,2003 10:12 PM 
Preserve Media Diversity: Keep the FCC Rulemaking an Open Process 

FCC Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 

Dear FCC Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy, 

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is currently 
considering sweeping changes to broadcast ownership 
rules. Repeal or significant modification of these 
rules would likely open the door to numerous mergers 
that could reduce competition and diversity in the 
media. 

Before the media ownership rules are issued in final 
form, the public must have the opportunity to review 
and comment on any specific changes the Commission 
plans to make. 

If media ownership rules are seriously weakened, one 
company in a town could control the most popular newspaper, 
N station, and possibly even a cable system giving 
it dominant influence over the content and slant of 
local news. Such a move would reduce the diversity 
of cultural and political discussion in a community. 
It could also raise costs for businesses and candidates 
that use local media for advertising. 

While the Commission issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
on media ownership, it proposed no actual rule. Accordingly, 
no public comment has been received on any specific 
changes. We believe that additional input from the 
public will help the Commission see the strengths and 
weaknesses of any new approach. 

I encourage you to provide a detailed description of 
all proposed changes, their empirical basis, and a 
meaningful period of time for the public to review 
and comment on any proposed changes before a final 
rule is issued. 

The stakes for citizens and the nation are enormous. 
More information, not less, about proposed changes 
would best serve the public interest. Indeed, we hope 
the Commission would do everything in its power to 
keep the rulemaking process as open and inclusive as 
possible. 

mailto:wludwig@hotmail.com
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Sincerely, 

william ludwig 
rr 2 box 2650 
honesdale, Pennsylvania 18431 
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Jenkine . the dewaulatian of media ownership ._-__ 

From: M Ba6453aaol. corn 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: 

The airwaves are owned by the public, for the benefit of the public. Therefore making more changes that 
will concentrate ownership and control into the hands of a very few corporations run counter to the 
constitutional foundations of our country. We should have a government that serves the people, " by the 
people for the people", and not for the appointed few to hand monopoly power to a few corporate hands 
that do not act in the interest or well being of a democratic society. We already see a degrading of the 
quality of news and entertainment due to prior deregulation. You will effectively destroy what little diversity, 
local control and editorial independence there is left. Radio has been a basket case for some years now 
due to your efforts. The only radio choices we have are 30 year old shock jocks with dirty minds and the 
maturity of 8 year olds. Music is nothing but bland or oldies. God help any artist that would try to be heard. 
Politically we are on life support instead of news or editorial comment we get screaming extreme 
confrontationists and no discussion of the real issues. Thanks for selling yourselves and the rest of the 
country out of free speech. J Bardis Tulsa OKa 

Sat, Apr 12.2003 12:lO PM 
the deregulation of media ownership 

cc: KM KJMWEB 
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APR 2 2 2003 From: Lisa 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: Protect our Children please 

Sat, Apr 12,2003 12:04 PM / 

I have tried desperately trying to teach parents to protect their children on line and when these stations 
who all our children watch are allowed to go far about the level of restruction that we as parents are trying 
to teach our furture adults that there ARE limites and there ARE consequences. Situtations such as this 
has become a joke and It mUST BETAKEN SERIOUSLY FOR THE SAKE OF OUR CHILDREN AND 
YOUR GRADCHILDRED AND SO ON. THIS CAN ONLY GROW INTO THE MONSTROSITY THAT IT IS 
ALLOWED TO GROW WITH SOMEONE TAKING THE RESPONSIBILITY TO HELP PARENTS LIKE 
MYSELF WHO (SOMETIME i THINKG NOONE IS LISTENING) THAT THEY KIDS ARE HEARING ON 
THESE SHOWS AND GOING TO THE WEBSITES LIKE BEASTEALITY.COM AND THEY HAVE 
BECOME IMMUNE TO WHAT IS NATUREALAND WHAT IS TRULY SICK. PLEASE HELP ME SPREAD 
THE WORK PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THIS TO SNOWBALL INTO THE LIVES OF OUR INNOCENT 
CHILDREN AND PRAY THAT ONEDAY THE PARENTS WILL CALL ON (PEOPLE) LIKEMYSELF WHO 
FEEL THIS IS MY CALLING TO PROTECT OUR CHILDREDN BY EDUCATING PARENTS. 
THANK YOU 
MRS Lisa Burt (318( 393-7070 NBNPro.com 

http://BEASTEALITY.COM
http://NBNPro.com

